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EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT 

An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes 
and/or additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided 
by 37 CFR 1.312. To ensure consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be 
submitted no later than the payment of the issue fee. 

Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview 
with Sanford Colb (Registration No. 26856) and David Zviel (Registration No. 41 ,392) 
on October 4, 2004. 

The application has been amended as follows: 

Claim 1 (Currently Amended): A method for examining an electronic representation of 
an item for a watermark, the method comprising: 

examining at least a first electronic representation of an item for a watermark in 
accordance with a first watermark definition; 

receiving a signal indicating that a second watermark definition is to be used for 
examining electronic representations; and 

examining at least a second electronic representation of an item for a watermark 
in accordance with the second watermark definition, and not examining the item for a 
watermark in accordance with the first watermark definition. 
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Claim 2 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and also comprising: 

controlling access to at least the second electronic representation based, at least 
in part, on a result of the examining at least a second electronic representation step. 

Claim 3 (Original): A method according to claim 1 wherein the first electronic 
representation and the second electronic representation are identical. 

Claim 4 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and wherein the signal comprises a 
representation of the second watermark definition. 

Claim 5 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and also comprising: 

retrieving the second watermark definition from a storage device in response to 
the receiving signal. 

Claim 6 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and also comprising computing the 
second watermark definition in response to the received signal. 

Claim 7 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and wherein the first watermark 
definition and the second watermark definition each comprises an indication of a 
location, within each electronic representation to be examined, at which a watermark, if 
present, is to be found. 
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Claim 8 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and wherein the first watermark 
definition and the second watermark definition each comprises an indication of a 
watermarking method according to which each electronic representation to be examined 
is to be examined for a watermark. 

Claim 9 (Original): A method according to claim 1 and wherein the signal comprises 
authentication information for establishing that the signal originates from an authentic 
source, and 

the receiving step also includes: 

verifying the authentication information to determine whether the authentication 
information is correct and rejecting the receiving signal if the authentication information 
is determined to be incorrect, thereby causing the first watermark definition to continue 
to be used for examining if the authentication information is incorrect. 

Claim 10 (Currently Amended): A watermark examiner for examining an electronic 
representation of an item for a watermark, the examiner comprising: 

a watermark definition store operative to store a watermark definition; 

watermark examination apparatus operatively associated with the watermark 
definition store and operative to examine an electronic representation of an item for a 
watermark in accordance with the watermark definition stored in the watermark 
definition store; and 



Application/Control Number: 09/544,704 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2131 

wherein, after the watermark definition signal receiver stores the new watermark 
definition in the watermark definition store, the watermark examination apparatus 
examines in accordance with the new watermark definition and not in accordance with a 
watermark definition previously stored in the watermark definition store. 

Claim 1 1 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
watermark definition comprises an indication of a location, within each electronic 
representation to be examined, at which a watermark, if present, is to be found. 

Claim 12 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
watermark definition comprises an indication of a watermarking method according to 
which each electronic representation to be examined is to be examined for a watermark. 

Claim 13 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
signal comprises a representation of the second watermark definition. 

Claim 14 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
watermark examiner also comprises a watermark storage memory for storing at least 
one watermark definition, and 

the watermark definition signal receiver is operative to retrieve the new 
watermark definition from the watermark storage memory in response to the received 
signal. 
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Claim 15 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
watermark definition signal receiver is also operative to compute the second watermark 
definition in response to the received signal. 

Claim 16 (Original): A watermark examiner according to claim 10 and wherein the 
signal comprises authentication information for establishing that the signal originates 
from an authentic source, and 

the watermark definition signal receiver also includes: 

signal verification apparatus operative to verify the authentication information to 
determine whether the authentication information is correct and to reject the received 
signal if the authentication information is determined to be incorrect, thereby causing the 
first watermark definition to continue to be used for examining if the authentication 
information is incorrect. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



1 . Claims 1 - 28 were originally received for consideration. A first amendment was 
then filed after the Non-Final rejection, which added new dependent claims 29 and 30. 
Claims 29 and 30 were then cancelled and newly added claims 31 - 46 were added in 
an After Final amendment. These new claims were not considered. Per the interview 
on October 4, 2004, claims 1 - 16 are allowed as amended above. 

2. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

The above mentioned claims are allowable over prior arts because the CPA (Cited Prior 
Art) of record fails to teach or render obvious the claims limitations in combination with 
the specific added limitations, as recited in independent claims 1 and 10 shown above, 
and subsequent dependent claims. 

The CPA does not teach or suggest a system and method of examining 
electronic representations of items for a new watermark by sending a signal to a 
watermark examining apparatus notifying the watermarking examining apparatus that a 
new watermark definition is to be used instead of a first watermark definition in cases 
where knowledge of the first watermark has become widespread. 

The present invention addresses the following drawbacks of prior art security 
mechanisms: 

1 ) the lack of continued protection after the watermark is illicitly removed. 
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Thus this invention provides a method for examining an electronic representation 
of an item for a watermark by examining a first electronic representation for a watermark 
in accordance with a first watermark definition, and after receiving a signal notifying the 
watermark examination apparatus to examine the electronic representation in 
accordance with a second watermark definition, examining the electronic representation 
in accordance with the first watermark definition and not examining the item for a 
watermark in accordance with the first watermark definition. This method allows for 
continued protection even after a first watermark is successfully and illicitly removed, by 
communicating a signal which instructs a watermark examining apparatus to examine 
an electronic representation of a item in accordance with a watermark with a second 
watermark definition. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 703- 
305-8892. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system,' see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

KA 

10/13/2004 




SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



